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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on August 7, 2006 cancelled Claims 1 -37. No 

claims were amended and Claims 38-65 were added. Thus the currently 
pending claims are Claims 38-65. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 44, 45, 57, and 58 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 

improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place 
the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 
The applicant is claiming a "landing page" in Claims 44 and 45. However, the 
examiner has been unable to find the term "landing page" in the applicants 
disclosure. Therefore, the landing page is no further limiting than the term "target 
web site" recited in Claim 38. Since Claims 44 and 45 depend from Claim 38 the 
term "landing page" does not further limit Claim 38. Additionally, Claim 45 recites 
that the landing page is a "product detail page". However, Claim 38 recites that the 
identified product items are displayed on the target web site. Since the products are 
displayed in Claim 38, the displayed page is already a "product detail page". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
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3. The amendment filed on August 7, 2006 cancelled Claims 1-37 thereby 
correcting 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection of Claims 34-37 presented by the examiner in the 
Office Action dated April 10, 2006 and the examiner hereby withdraws that rejection. 

. Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The amendment filed on August 7, 2006 cancelled Claims 1-37 thereby 
correcting 35 U.S.C. 112 rejection of Claims 34-37 presented by the examiner in the 
Office Action dated April 10, 2006 and the examiner hereby withdraws that rejection. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 46 and 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being incomplete for omitting essential steps, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the steps. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted steps are: Claim 46 is 
directed towards displaying the items on a referring web site. Claim 38 from which 
Claim 46 depends describes no mechanism by which interaction of any type can 
occur on the referring website. 



7. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



8. Claims 38-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Aggarwal et al. (U.S. Patent Number: 6,356,879) in view of Zaiane et al. 
("Discovering Web Access Patterns and Trends by Applying OLAP and Data Mining 
Technology on Web Logs, Proceedings of the Advances in Digital Libraries 
Conference, P. 19, April 22-24, 1998) 



Claims 38, 46, 48, and 50, 52, 53, 59, 61, 62, and 65: Aggarwal and Zaiane 
disclose a computer-implemented method and system, comprising: 
a. Aggarwal discloses tracking users on-line browsing behavior for use on a web 
site that hosts a catalog of items (Col 2, lines 9-14). While Aggarwal does not 
explicitly state that this browsing behavior includes tracking the web site from 
which the user was referred when a user selects a link provided on the 
referring web site, the analogous teachings of Zaiane disclose that 
information regarding the referring web site is standard data that is collected 
and logged by web servers. Standard web mining tools such as Getstats, 
Analog, Microsoft Interse Market Focus, and WebTrends data regarding the 
referring web site and include it in standardized reports (Page 1, Col 1 
Paragraph 3 through Page 1, Col 2, Paragraph 2). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was made to 
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include this information in the browsing behavior disclosed by Aggarwal. One 
would have been motivated to include browsing behavior information 
regarding the referring site, because the data is readily available and provides 
additional quantifiable data from which Aggarwal can use to improve 
customer characterizations and personalize recommendations to peer groups, 
b. Aggarwal discloses identifying a group of users based on browsing and 
purchasing behavior. While Aggarwal does not explicitly state that 
information regarding the referring site is part of the disclosed browsing 
behavior, the analogous art of Zaiane discloses that browsing behavior 
commonly logged by web servers include information such as referring web 
sites, URL requests, and browser type (Page 1 , Col 1 Paragraph 3 through 
Page 1 , Col 2, Paragraph 2). Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill at the time the invention was made to include this information in 
the browsing criteria disclosed by Aggarwal. One would have been motivated 
to include browsing behavior information regarding the referring site, because 
the data is readily available and provides additional quantifiable data from 
which Aggarwal can use to improve customer characterizations and 
personalize recommendations to peer groups. When the referring 
information is included as browsing behavior Aggarwal discloses using this 
information to identify a group of users based on this information. (Aggarwal: 
Col 5, lines 6-17) 
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c. Aggarwal discloses collecting user activity data reflective of preferences of 
particular users for particular items represented in the electronic catalog of 
items, said user activity data encompassing actions of both members and 
non-members of said group of users. (Aggarwal: Col 7, lines 1-16) 

d. Aggarwal discloses identifying a set of items that correspond to group 
preferences of said group of users, wherein the set of items is identified 
based on the collected user activity data of both the members and the non- 
members of said group of users. (Aggarwal: Col 5, lines 6-17 and Col 7, lines 
18-42) 

e. Aggarwal discloses causing the set of items to be displayed (a) on the target 
web site to users who are referred thereto from a referring web site in said 
subset of referring web sites, and/or (b) on a referring web site in said subset 
of referring web sites.(Aggarwal: Col 8, lines 50-57) 

The disclosed sections of the prior art are capable of performing the steps 
multiple times and can be executed when there is a single referring site or a 
number of referring sites. 

Claim 39: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38, wherein 
identifying the set of items comprises programmatically analyzing the collected 
user activity data of the members and non-members of the group to identify items 
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that are significantly more popular among the group of users than in the general 
user population. (Aggarwal: Col 7, lines 1-55) 

Claim 40: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38, wherein 
identifying the set of items comprises programmatically analyzing the collected 
user activity data of the members and non-members of the group to identify items 
for which the group's preferences are significantly greater than the general user 
population's preferences. (Aggarwal: Col 7, lines 1-55) 

Claim 41 and 54: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38 and 
system of claim 53 respectively, wherein the user activity data comprises data 
descriptive of item purchases made by users. (Aggarwal: Col 2, lines 34-39) 

Claim 42 and 55: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38 and 
system of claim 53 respectively, wherein the user activity data comprises user 
specific item viewing histories. (Aggarwal: Col 2, lines 34-39) 

Claims 43, 44, 45, 56, 57, 58: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 
38 and system of claim 53 respectively, wherein the method comprises causing 
the set of items to be displayed on the target web site to users who are referred 
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thereto from a referring web site in said subset of referring web sites. (Aggarwal: 
Col 8, lines 50-57) 



Claims 47 and 60: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38 and 
system of claim 53 respectively, wherein the set of items is caused to be 
displayed. While it could be argued that Aggarwal and Zaiane does not teach 
that a community name associated with said group of users is displayed. The 
argument would be based upon differences only found in the nonfunctional 
descriptive material and are not functionally involved in the method (or structurally 
programmed) steps recited. The steps would be performed the same regardless of 
data content. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art in terms of Patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381 , 
217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 
(Fed. Cir. 1994). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at 
the time of the invention to have displayed any type of data content in combination 
with the items. Such data content does not functionally relate to the steps and the 
subjective interpretation of the data content does not patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention. 



Claims 49 and 63: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38 and 
system of claim 53 respectively. While it could be argued that Aggarwal and 
Zaine do not specifically recite that the subset of referring web sites includes one 
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or more associate web sites. The argument would be based upon differences 
only found in the nonfunctional descriptive material and are not functionally involved 
in the method (or structurally programmed) steps recited. The recited steps provide 
no mechanism by which an associate web site would definitively refer a user to the 
target web site. Instead, the claim step, based upon Claim 38 from which it 
depends, is only enabled by mere chance based upon the applicant's disclosure that 
associate programs are well known (Specification: Page 1, lines 20 - 31). The steps 
would be performed the same manner regardless of whether the referring site is an 
associate site as well. Thus, this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art in terms of Patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 
217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 
(Fed. Cir. 1994). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at 
the time of the invention to have referring websites that turn out to be associates 
web sites. Such data content does not functionally relate to the steps and the 
subjective interpretation of the data content does not patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention. 

Claims 51 and 64: Aggarwal and Zaiane disclose the method of Claim 38 and 
system of claim 53 respectively, wherein the items are available for purchase 
from the target web site. While it could be argued that Aggarwal and Zaine do not 
specifically recite that the products disclosed are books. The argument would be 
based upon differences only found in the nonfunctional descriptive material and are 



Application/Control Number: 09/876,61 1 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 3622 

not functionally involved in the method (or structurally programmed) steps recited. 
The steps would be performed the same regardless of the type of product. Thus, 
this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art in 
terms of Patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 217 USPQ 401, 404 (Fed. 
Cir. 1983); In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
have the system recommend any type of product. Such data content does not 
functionally relate to the steps and the subjective interpretation of the data content 
does not patentably distinguish the claimed invention. 



Response to Arguments 

9. The applicant cancelled all previous claims and the arguments were 
directed towards the newly created Claims 38-65. Thus the rejections and 
objections of Claims 38-65 have been addressed above. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented 
in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to John Van Bramer whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8198. The examiner can normally be reached on 6am - 4pm Monday 
through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 
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